6. A 'blank' study selection chart could be added to clarify the process of study selection. 7. Page 10 of 15 Lines 6-3: the use of a risk assessment tool could be considered a diagnostic intervention. Are you excluding studies evaluating risk assessment tools used in practice and only including those referred to in the education and training of social workers? If not already included, this could expand the potential volume of literature to justify using the scoping review method. 8. Page 10 of 15 Lines 35-38: More detail about the thematic analysis should be given. For example, will a framework based on the key areas of interest be used? Who will be doing the thematic analysis and how e.g. will they be using coding, software etc?
REVIEWER
Daniel Fatori University of Sao Paulo Medical School, Brazil REVIEW RETURNED 22-Nov-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
The authors sought to examine available evidences on "education and training of mental health, addictions, and suicide risk assessment in social work programs and clinical settings", as well as to identify "best practices and gaps in the [social work field] literature". The theme and scope of the study are relevant and interesting. Below, I provide some comments and suggestions:
Reading the background I understand the main reason to conduct the study is related to the lack of mental health education in social work programs. I do not think the proposed study is able to fully understand this issue by reviewing the literature, especially considering Objective 3. The authors would need to first understand the curriculum of social work programs. Although tricky, this could be done collecting data from social work programs webpages or asking key persons in the social work field. The authors mentioned that they will also search webpages "on education and standards of practice in social work" (Councils, Associations, etc) , so this could somehow inform about curriculums. I am not suggesting a change in the proposed study per se, but just stating an important limitation.
I would not consider Objective 3 ("use the scoping review results to inform the development of a new mental health curriculum in a social work program") an adequate scientific objective. I may be missing something here, but to my knowledge I believe informing the development of mental health curriculum is more of a consequence of the study.
I would advise registering the review on a platform such as PROSPERO (https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/prospero/). It is a common best practice nowadays, especially to avoid publication bias.
There is no mention of the authors following PRISMA guidelines for review protocols (Moher et al. 2015) . I suggest using this guideline. Some items mentioned in the guideline could have more details in the manuscript.
Regarding "Stage 5", it is not clear to me if the dissemination will be part of the Results or findings of the final paper. If not, I am not sure why this is an important topic to be mentioned, since it seems more of a consequence of the authors' study, than a specific method or future finding. It is common practice to disseminate scientific information in meetings, courses, universities, and so on, thus, I am not sure why would this be something worthy of mention.
I strongly advise to describe Limitations (1 or 2 paragraphs) in the manuscript, not only in the "Strengths and Limitations of this Study" section. For instance, the authors fail to acknowledge that the proposed review is biased towards developed countries and english speaking countries. This is clear in page 8, where the authors mentioned Canadian and Australian organizations. It should be clear in the manuscript that the authors are not investigating the whole universe of social work programs.
References:
Moher, David, Larissa Shamseer, Mike Clarke, Davina Ghersi, Alessandro Liberati, Mark Petticrew, Paul Shekelle, Lesley A. Stewart, and PRISMA-P Group. 2015. "Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis Protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015 Statement." Systematic Reviews 4 (January): 1.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Response to comments by Reviewer #1
Reviewer Comment: This is a protocol for a scoping review of risk assessment for mental health, addiction and suicide taught to social workers during their education or subsequent training. The authors explain their rationale for the review questions and give a clear description of the way in which the review questions were derived. This is clearly an important topic. However, I have some concerns about the review method and the restriction to studies in education and training to the exclusion of those evaluated in practice.
Response: Thanks for your comments. We hope that our revisions to the objectives and research questions, as well as other areas have clarified that this is a review of social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide and this includes studies in practice and in education settings.
Reviewer Comment: The review question feels quite focussed and I found the justification for undertaking a scoping review weakened further when the authors state there is a paucity of evidence (hence plan to undertake extensive hand searches).
Response: Thank you for noting this. This statement is unclear, and we have removed it from the strengths and limitations section.
Reviewer Comment: In addition, I have a concern that one of the review aims is to provide information about best practice, but it is not clear how best practice will be identified. The designs of studies to be included in the review, in particular those used to evaluate risk assessment tools, is not clear. As is standard for scoping reviews, there will be no assessment of quality of included studies, again restricting what could be said about 'best practice'. As the authors also plan to use the findings of the review to inform curriculum development these issues need to be addressed in the protocol.
Response: Thank you for your comment about best practices. We agree that it may not be an appropriate term to use considering we are not assessing the studies, but are trying to map the literature and identify knowledge gaps in education and training. We have re-worded all the statements below that used the term best practices including statements in our objectives and research questions.
"This review will fill a knowledge gap on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide" (see Abstract on p.2).
"The objectives of this scoping review are to 1) scope the extent, range, and nature of literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide risk assessment, 2) synthesize the existing literature and provide an overview of education and training initiatives in social work for mental health, addictions, and suicide, and 3) identify gaps to guide future research, education, and practice" (see p. 6).
"Through consultation with our research team, we developed the following research questions: 1) What is the current state of literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide? 2) What are the specific areas of focus for education and training in the literature? 3) How are mental health, addictions, and suicide taught in educational or clinical settings? 4) What key teaching and training recommendations can be identified from this review?
"The preliminary categories may include: (1) authors, (2) year of publication, (3) journal, (4) format of paper (e.g. review, original research, teaching note, report), (5) educational or clinical setting, (6) mental health, addiction, and/or suicide, (7) undergraduate/graduate social work students or social workers, (8) teaching and/or training method, (9) key findings (when applicable), (10) recommendations by the authors, and (11) gaps, limitations, or challenges reported in the article" (see p.11).
Reviewer Comment: Page 6 of 15 Lines 31-40: the findings from looking at 'what students were learning' are reported as learning was 'challenging'. The finding does not logically follow from the previous statement.
Response: Thank you for noting this and considering the other changes to the protocol, we think it is best to remove these statements.
Reviewer Comment: Page 6 of 15, Line 40: "A rapid scan of the research showed…" please clarify what 'research' this is -was this a specific search to find out what students were leaning or preliminary searches to inform the protocol development?
Response: We scanned the literature to inform the protocol development and think the original statement could be confusing, so we have re-worded the sentence.
"Social work students lack knowledge and skills in assessing mental health, addictions, and suicide risk, and researchers posit that this is linked to inadequate education and training in social work programs. [11, 13, 16 ] (see p.7).
Reviewer Comment: The search strategy has been well thought through and is clearly presented. Page 9 of 15 Lines 38-40: will the supervision include independent screening? This needs to be clarified to provide transparency regarding potential biases. I note the description of this process appears to apply to both stages of screening.
Response: Thank you for your feedback about the search strategy. We agree that transparency about potential biases is important, so we have inserted the following statement about independent screening. This is a two-stage screening process that will have two independent reviewers for both stages. In the first stage, the reviewers will screen titles and abstracts, and in the second stage full texts will be screened. A third reviewer will be included when needed to arrive at consensus. (see p.9)
Reviewer Comment: A 'blank' study selection chart could be added to clarify the process of study selection.
Response: Thank you for this suggestion. We have clarified the study selection process and inserted questions that are taken from our article review form that will be used by the reviewers.
"An article review form will be used which asks reviewers to assess each article using the following questions:
1. Does the article focus specifically on social work education and/or training? 2. Does the article focus on social work education and/or training specifically in mental health, addictions, or suicide? 3. Does the education or training program target social work students or social workers?" (see p.10)
Reviewer Comment: Page 10 of 15 Lines 6-3: the use of a risk assessment tool could be considered a diagnostic intervention. Are you excluding studies evaluating risk assessment tools used in practice and only including those referred to in the education and training of social workers? If not already included, this could expand the potential volume of literature to justify using the scoping review method.
Response: We are including all studies related to social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide including studies that teach and train social workers or students on using risk assessment tools.
Reviewer Comment: Page 10 of 15 Lines 35-38: More detail about the thematic analysis should be given. For example, will a framework based on the key areas of interest be used? Who will be doing the thematic analysis and how e.g. will they be using coding, software etc?
Response: These are important questions and we have updated this section to include more information on the charting process.
"A data charting form will be developed by the research team and will be used to extract and sort key themes from the selected full-text studies and to categorise the data. The initial categories for data extraction are selected based on the research questions with definitions for each category. The preliminary variables include: (1) authors, (2) year of publication, (3) journal, (4) format of paper (e.g., review, original research, teaching note, report), (5) educational or clinical setting, (6) mental health, addiction, and/or suicide, (7) undergraduate/graduate social work students or social workers, (8) teaching and/or training method, (9) key findings (when applicable), (10) recommendations by the authors, and (11) gaps, limitations, or challenges reported in the article. The charting form will be piloted with the first five articles by the reviewers in consultation with the principal investigator. At this stage we will refine the definitions for each category and determine whether other categories should be included on the updated charting form. We will use a qualitative thematic analysis approach to identify themes across the selected studies. The reviewers will independently chart the data in an iterative manner by identifying themes, discussing and comparing the results, updating the charting form, and consulting the third reviewer when there is disagreement or ambiguity. Data will be extracted into an Excel spreadsheet in Microsoft Excel software" (see pp. 10-11).
Response to comments by Reviewer #2
Reviewer Comment: Reading the background I understand the main reason to conduct the study is related to the lack of mental health education in social work programs. I do not think the proposed study is able to fully understand this issue by reviewing the literature, especially considering Objective 3. The authors would need to first understand the curriculum of social work programs. Although tricky, this could be done collecting data from social work programs webpages or asking key persons in the social work field. The authors mentioned that they will also search webpages "on education and standards of practice in social work" (Councils, Associations, etc), so this could somehow inform about curriculums. I am not suggesting a change in the proposed study per se, but just stating an important limitation.
Response: Thank you your comment as it indicates that our purpose and objectives need to be clarified. As a result, we have revised the objectives and research questions:
Reviewer Comment: I would not consider Objective 3 ("use the scoping review results to inform the development of a new mental health curriculum in a social work program") an adequate scientific objective. I may be missing something here, but to my knowledge I believe informing the development of mental health curriculum is more of a consequence of the study.
Response: You make a valid point and as mentioned in the previous comment we have revised the objectives and have removed the objective you are mentioning.
Reviewer Comment: I would advise registering the review on a platform such as PROSPERO (https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/prospero/). It is a common best practice nowadays, especially to avoid publication bias.
Response: We agree that registering improves transparency of research, but at this time PROSPERO does not accept scoping reviews (https://www.crd.york.ac.uk/PROSPERO/#aboutpage) Reviewer Comment: There is no mention of the authors following PRISMA guidelines for review protocols (Moher et al. 2015) . I suggest using this guideline. Some items mentioned in the guideline could have more details in the manuscript.
Response: Thank you for your comment. We will follow the new PRISMA guidelines developed specifically for scoping reviews (PRISMA-ScR) and have added this explanation to the Methods section:
"This scoping review follows guidelines described in the PRISMA Extension for Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-ScR) to enhance methodological and reporting quality.
[28]" (see p. 6).
Reviewer Comment: Regarding "Stage 5", it is not clear to me if the dissemination will be part of the Results or findings of the final paper. If not, I am not sure why this is an important topic to be mentioned, since it seems more of a consequence of the authors' study, than a specific method or future finding. It is common practice to disseminate scientific information in meetings, courses, universities, and so on, thus, I am not sure why would this be something worthy of mention.
Response: This is a good point and we have re-phrased the sentence.
"Through dissemination in publications and relevant conferences, the results may guide future research and education initiatives in social work" (see p.12)
Reviewer Comment: I strongly advise to describe Limitations (1 or 2 paragraphs) in the manuscript, not only in the "Strengths and Limitations of this Study" section. For instance, the authors fail to acknowledge that the proposed review is biased towards developed countries and English-speaking countries. This is clear in page 8, where the authors mentioned Canadian and Australian organizations. It should be clear in the manuscript that the authors are not investigating the whole universe of social work programs.
Response: You make good points and we need to maintain the manuscript format required by BMJ Open, however we will make the following changes to make our study limitations more transparent. We are not going to target Canadian and Australian organizations in our hand search phase to minimize bias and we have removed that from the protocol. Our hand search strategy will be to simply search the reference lists of all selected articles which is a well-documented hand search strategy (Tricco et al., 2018) . We are including English and French articles, but recognize this is a limitation and we have included this statement in the strengths and limitations section.
"While the scoping review will accept all article types and methodologies, there is a limitation because the articles accepted are only those written in English and French" (see p. 3).
"We will include literature written in English and French and we are not placing any date restrictions" (see p.10) NB: this statement was in the original protocol.
"To ensure our search strategy has not missed any articles, we will also conduct a hand search of reference lists of the selected articles" (see p. 
GENERAL COMMENTS
The authors are thanked for clearly and adequately addressing the issues raised previously. I have only a couple minor points on the revised protocol.
Methods and Analysis Pg 6: I suggest it would be more appropriate to use PRISMA-P for protocols rather than PRISMAScR which will be more relevant for the final review manuscript.
Methods and Analysis Pg 6: "...because it is important to map..." raises the question why is it important. Perhaps reword this to reflect that scoping reviews allow the mapping of the available evidence on the topic.
Pg 7 "The purpose of this review is to gain an understanding of..." the literature on "...social work ..."
REVIEWER

Karen Cleaver
University of Greenwich, UK REVIEW RETURNED 11-Feb-2019
GENERAL COMMENTS
This protocol outlines a proposed scoping review to determine whether social work education addresses issues around mental health associated with addiction. The review is generally well written. Fundamentally however the authors are searching for literature about a curricular matter (inclusion of MH and addiction as subject areas in SW curricular) by searching on-line databases, but are not searching for or addressing curricular. Rationale for this needs to be provided, or, the proposal needs to be amended to include grey literature. More specific comments are below.
1. The background sets the scene but is somewhat orientated to social work and social work education in North America (presumably mainly Canada). There is limited background about SW education i.e. graduate and post graduate education in North America nor the role of the social worker, and therefore why training in MH and addiction etc is relevant needed. There is also no reference to or consideration of the role of inter professional working and learning given the topic i.e. social workers working with and learning with mental health professionals. 3. Reference to and use of the J Brigs Institute framework for Scoping reviews should also be acknowledged as this provides a recognised framework for scoping reviews. There are actually six stages to a scoping review the final is optional under Arksey & O"Malley but generally required by later writers and is usually adopted -justification for. not consulting or equivalent needs to be provided.
4. The research questions as stated focus on the literature rather than what might be learnt from the mapping of the literature i.e. the extent to which social work curricular address mental health problems associated with substance misuse/addiction 5. Your search terms will return social work education and mental health or addiction or suicide so you are limiting your results and, contrary to the background section, will not be addressing how social workers are educated about the association between mental health (illness) and addiction/substance misuse and its consequences (including suicide ideation, self-harm and completed suicide)
6. How are titles and abstracts being screened i.e. what are you looking for in the titles/abstracts -assume this is where you are applying your inclusion criteria but its not clear.
7. The protocol implies that only primary research will be gathered, but given the topic area it would be appropriate to search the grey literature as well, for example, I would assume you would be looking at social work curricular, which would not be extracted from a data base search.
8. The inclusion and exclusion criteria need to be reconsidered; they do not reflect the background to the study -having broadened out to include multiple types of addictions, whereas the background suggests substance misuse only which is more relevant and overall manageable.
VERSION 2 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Response to comments by Reviewer #1
Reviewer Comment: Methods and Analysis Pg 6: I suggest it would be more appropriate to use PRISMA-P for protocols rather than PRISMA-ScR which will be more relevant for the final review manuscript.
Response: Thanks for your comments. We agree that a checklist specific to protocols would be optimal, but there is presently no checklist for scoping review protocols. There is a PRISMA-P checklist for Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis Protocols, but this is unsuitable for a scoping review. We have verified on the Equator website and contacted the first author of the 2018 PRISMAScR paper, Dr. Andrea Tricco and she has confirmed that there is not a checklist for scoping review protocols. The PRISMA-ScR is the only checklist available at this time and this is for a full scoping review, therefore there are some items requested on the PRISMA-ScR checklist which we cannot report at as this is a protocol and not a full review yet.
Reviewer Comment 2:
Response: That is a good point and we have clarified this point as per your suggestions. "A scoping review is a suitable method for this study because it allows researchers to map available evidence on the topic being examined. For this review, we will map the available evidence on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide and identify any existing gaps in knowledge." (pp.6-7).
Reviewer Comment 3: Pg 7 "The purpose of this review is to gain an understanding of..." the literature on "...social work ..."
Response:
We presume that this comment is related to the previous comment and we have rephrased the sentence that you noted. "The purpose of this review is to map available evidence on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide." (p.7).
Response to comments by Reviewer #2
Reviewer Comment 1 and manuscript comments KC1 and KC2: The background sets the scene but is somewhat orientated to social work and social work education in North America (presumably mainly Canada). There is limited background about SW education i.e. graduate and post graduate education in North America nor the role of the social worker, and therefore why training in MH and addiction etc is relevant needed. There is also no reference to or consideration of the role of inter professional working and learning given the topic i.e. social workers working with and learning with mental health professionals.
KC1 -"This Is not the case at an international level."
KC2 -"How does this reflect/compare globally?"
Response: Thanks for your comments. Regarding the background information on social work education and the important role of social workers, thus the need for greater training in mental health, we explain that social work is a key profession in the mental health workforce worldwide and we also present research that shows that the current education programs do not adequately prepare students for social work practice (see pp. 4-6).
In response to your second point about referring to the American social work context and international social work, we think that this is important and we have made it clearer that in certain sections we are referring to American social workers specifically, but we have also included references to international social work. Lastly, we have added a statement on the role of social workers in interprofessional teams.
As one of the core professions of the mental health workforce in the United States and worldwide, [7] [8] [9] social workers have a key responsibility to screen, assess, and treat mental health and addiction concerns. The World Health Organization reports social workers as one of the key professions in mental health care across 149 countries.
[9] In the United States, 37% of licensed social workers list mental health as their top area of practice and specialisation, but even when this is not the primary area of practice, most social workers across various sectors are working with individuals with mental health and addiction concerns.
[10] A survey by the National Association of Social Workers (NASW) in the United States reported that 96% of social workers serve clients with mental health concerns, 87% work with individuals who have substance use disorders, and 93% serve individuals with cooccurring mental health and substance use disorders. This indicates that social workers across a broad range of specialities such as education, criminal justice, health, child welfare, and private practice provide services to individuals with mental health and addiction concerns.
[10]Social workers have a valuable contribution to mental health care in interprofessional teams with a focus not only on the individual with mental illness, but also families and communities. Social workers address psychosocial needs and they also advocate and empower individuals coping with mental health and addictions. [11, 12] (pp.4-5)
Reviewer Comment 2 and manuscript comments KC1 and KC2: The review objectives are ambitious -scoping the extent, range, and nature of literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide risk assessment. It is not clear if the review is to be global and are International comparisons to be made? If at a national level this needs to be clear and justified, if globally this will be challenging given the variation in training. To this end the authors could also be more explicitly about what the SR will inform, is national curricular?
Response:
We recognize that the objectives appear broad and this is intentional as it is a scoping review and we are aiming to present a wide breadth of available evidence on teaching mental health, addictions, and suicide in social work schools globally. As Australian researchers Cesare and King (2015) noted, mental health literacy is low in social work and we believe that it is important to gather evidence on what has been published on teaching and training social workers around the world. Our data charting form will permit us to identify similarities and differences between training programs, as well as gaps in the literature. We hope that this will inform training and education programs in social work schools worldwide. We have responded to the questions related to manuscript comments KC1 and KC2 in our previous response and on pages 4-5 include an international perspective.
Reviewer Comment 3 and manuscript comment KC3: Reference to and use of the J Brigs Institute framework for Scoping reviews should also be acknowledged as this provides a recognised framework for scoping reviews. There are actually six stages to a scoping review the final is optional under Arksey & O"Malley but generally required by later writers and is usually adopted -justification for. not consulting or equivalent needs to be provided.
KC3 "There are actually six stages to a scoping review the final is optional under Arksey & O"Malley but generally required by later writers and is usually adopted."
Response: Thank you for noting this. We recognize that the Joanna Briggs Institute provides an important framework for scoping reviews. We did not make reference to this as they cite in their manual that their framework is based on Arksey and O'Malley which is the primary framework we are using in our scoping review. However, we agree that the JBI should be acknowledged and we have cited them in our protocol. "This study will follow a scoping review framework developed by As you note, the "sixth stage" is optional. Arksey and O'Malley (2007) describe their framework as a five-stage framework and they write "The scoping study framework we have presented in this paper comprises five stages, together with an optional consultation exercise" (p.29), and the PRISMA-ScR checklist we are following does not require this optional exercise. As mentioned in a previous response, our scoping review has a broad scope and we wanted to acknowledge that consultation with experts is not feasible worldwide.
Reviewer Comment 4:
The research questions as stated focus on the literature rather than what might be learnt from the mapping of the literature i.e. the extent to which social work curricular address mental health problems associated with substance misuse/addiction
Response: As explained in response to comment 2, we think it is important to clarify the objectives of the review. We are not examining how mental health is associated with substance misuse, nor the extent which social work curricular address this association. Rather, we aim to examine the scope of literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and/or suicide. What can be discerned and learned from this review are extant education and training initiatives in social work in addressing mental health, addictions and suicide. We are pasting our objectives and research questions below:
"This paper outlines the protocol for a scoping review examining the literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide. The objectives of this scoping review are to (1) scope the extent, range, and nature of literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide (2) synthesise the existing literature to provide an overview of education and training initiatives in social work for mental health, addictions, and suicide, and 3) identify gaps to guide future research, education, and practice" (p.6).
"Through consultation with our research team, we developed the following research questions: 1) What is the current state of literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide? 2) What are the specific areas of focus for education and training in the literature? 3) How are mental health, addictions, and suicide taught in educational or clinical settings? 4) What key teaching and training recommendations can be identified from this review?" (p.8).
Reviewer Comment 5 and manuscript comments KC5 and KC8: Your search terms will return social work education and mental health or addiction or suicide so you are limiting your results and, contrary to the background section, will not be addressing how social workers are educated about the association between mental health (illness) and addiction/substance misuse and its consequences (including suicide ideation, self-harm and completed suicide).
KC5 "This should be AND addiction AND suicide."
KC8 "See above comment re combining terms
Response: As noted on page 9 in our protocol, our search terms include social work AND education AND mental health OR addictions OR suicide. Consistent with our objectives (as clarified) and research questions, we are interested in gathering all available literature on any of the three areas (mental health, addictions, suicide) and how any one of these three areas are taught or trained in social work. We are not examining the association between mental health and addiction and the potential consequences.
Reviewer Comment 6 and KC6 and KC13: How are titles and abstracts being screened i.e. what are you looking for in the titles/abstracts -assume this is where you are applying your inclusion criteria but its not clear.
KC6 "How are titles and abstracts being screened?"
KC13 "These are better as inclusion criteria"
Response: We have noted that reviewers will use an article review form that asks specific questions and this is required by the PRISMA-ScR checkist. To clarify this review process, in this revision, we have added an additional phrase that this article review form will be used in all stages of study selection, in addition to inclusion and exclusion criteria.
"In addition to inclusion and exclusion criteria, an article review form will be used in all stages of study selection asking reviewers to assess each article using the following questions:
1. Does the article focus specifically on social work education and/or training? 2. Does the article focus on social work education and/or training specifically in mental health, addictions, or suicide? 3. Does the education or training program target social work students or social workers?" (pp.10-11)"
Reviewer Comment 7 and manuscript comment KC4: The protocol implies that only primary research will be gathered, but given the topic area it would be appropriate to search the grey literature as well, for example, I would assume you would be looking at social work curricular, which would not be extracted from a data base search.
KC4 "Are you only looking at primary research -will you be looking at grey literature -I would assume so, will you be looking at social work curricular."
Response:
We are not limiting our inclusion criteria to primary research studies. We will be including articles that are "teaching notes" and others that describe innovations in teaching and training, and we are also including papers that are primary research studies. As you have noted, we are including these papers as they may provide important information on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide. We will not examine social work curricular per se, because the objectives of this scoping review are to examine the scope of literature on social work education and training in mental health, addictions, and suicide; and synthesise them to provide an overview of education and training initiatives. Researching current social work curricula across various social work schools combined with national and international accreditation requirements would be an interesting future research study.
Reviewer Comment 8 and manuscript comments KC9, KC10, KC11, and KC12: The inclusion and exclusion criteria need to be reconsidered; they do not reflect the background to the studyhaving broadened out to include multiple types of addictions, whereas the background suggests substance misuse only which is more relevant and overall manageable.
KC9 "This doesn't add anything."
KC10 "This is huge and not reflected in your search criteria" KC11 "Not addressed in background."
KC12 "Why would these be excluded?"
Response: We agree with the reviewer. We are interested in addictions broadly and tried to use this term throughout the protocol. There are a few examples where substance use or misuse is used because we are citing studies that did not include other forms of addiction. In response to KC11, we have addressed addictions broadly in the background in the following statements: "Social workers address psychosocial needs and they also advocate and empower individuals coping with mental health and addictions" (p.5). "Research has also shown that the curricula of many social work programs have limited emphasis on mental disorders, [19, 20] addictions" (p.5). The addictions research indicates that many social workers are insufficiently trained to implement evidence-informed addiction treatments across various health and social service settings.
[17] This has been attributed in part to the lack of consistent and systematic integration of addiction courses in social work programs. [17, 25] A 2015 American study found that only 2% of graduate social work programs have a required course in addictions, in stark contrast to counselling programs where this is required in 69% of programs.
[26] This finding was supported by another study that also emphasized the importance of building faculty expertise in order to develop more addiction content in social work curricula.
[17] A review of Canadian social work programs found that there were no required addictions courses in any of the programs, and two-thirds of the graduate programs do not offer any elective courses in addictions.
[27]" (pp.5-6).
For our scoping review, we would like to know how a broad range of mental health concerns and a broad range of addictions are taught in social work education. This point is clearly noted in our keyword search. In response to KC9 this is relevant because mental health is an umbrella term and we want to ensure that we do not miss articles where the authors may not have used mental health, but are using names of specific disorders.
In response to KC10 we would like to note that mental health concerns including depression, anxiety, bipolar disorder, schizophrenia, psychotic disorders, and personality disorders are represented in the part 3 of the search in both subject headings and keywords (see Table 1 on page 9).
Subject headings: exp mental health/ OR exp mental disorders/ are exploded search terms so they pull all of the more specific terms that are nested underneath them in the psychological subject headings. If you would like to see what that includes, open PsycINFO and navigate to the thesaurus then search each term and view the "tree".
Keywords:
A large portion of section 3 of the search is dedicated to keywords to address these terms. The table below shows exactly which keywords address which mental health concern.
Mental health concern Keywords in the search strategy Depression depress*.tw OR dysphor*.tw OR melanchol*.tw OR dysthymi*.tw OR ((affective OR mood) adj3 (disorder* OR symptom*) In response to KC12, we will exclude literature related to interventions for service users/clients/patients as this does not fall within the objectives of this review to examine literature specifically focusing on mental health, addictions and suicide in social work training and education. However, we appreciate that the second part on policies related to mental health, addictions, and
